integrated numerically to obtain the value 2/1 (1) = 2/2(0). The three equations (2.1)(0), (2.1)(1), (2.1)(2) are integrated numerically to obtain the initial value 2/2(1) = 2/3(0), etc. Since y¡(x) = y(x + j), j -0, 1, • • • , N, we obtain in this way the solution y(x) in 0 ^ x ¿ N + 1.
Numerical Results of Digital Computer Experiments. Using an IBM 7090
Fortran program with integration subroutines INT and INTM from the IBM Share Library D2 RWFINT and a fixed grid size H, our results agreed to eight significant figures up to N = 5 for H = 2~7 and H = 2~8. As N increased, the agreement got poorer and at x = 20 there was agreement to only three significant figures with the initial value 2/1 (0) = 1.
4. Stability. Examining the related system of differential equations, we note that the characteristic values of the matrix of coefficients are all zero. Consequently, we are on the borderline of stability, and progressive loss of accuracy is to be expected as N increases. Using finer grids and more precise methods, we could, of course, decrease the rate of loss of accuracy. In an earlier computation of the solution of differential-difference equations [3] this effect was not present, and more accurate results were obtained. In a later paper [3] the writer obtained congruences (mod 2r) for the En as well as for the coefficients of certain related functions. In particular, he showed that (6) T,(-iy(r)2En+" = 0 (mod 2"),
provided 2e_1 \z, râO and n > re.
In order to get additional information about the numerators Nn of En , it was thought desirable to compute some additional values of Nn ■ The following values were computed by R. Carlitz in the Duke University Computing Laboratory, making use of the recurrence (1). We remark that the first twelve values are in agreement with the results given by Hurwitz. We write Nn for the numerator of E" as defined in (3). 
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In every case the 2V" has been factored completely.
It will be noted that JVi3 = 0 (mod 13) and N1V = 0 (mod 17). This suggests the following Theorem. // p is a prime greater than 5, we have Np = 0 (mod p). Thus (10) yields (11) Í (1 + i)lm -2}Em = 0 (mod pr).
Since p -1 \ 4m, the denominator of Em is not divisible by p, so that (11) implies (12) {(1 + i)4m -2} Nm =■ 0 (mod pr).
In the next place, since If, therefore, (13) is not satisfied, it is clear from (12) that Nm = 0 (modpr).
Finally we note that if p = m, then (13) is not satisfied and (7) follows at once.
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